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preserving the Capital of the The International Judges. 


THE MosT INTERESTING feature of the Annual Meeting of 
- . ~ | the Council and Assembly of the League of Nations, now being 

Estate intact ’ and enabling a | held at Gen va, has been the election of Judges of the Permanent 
Court of International Justice, which has been established under 


valuable rebate of Income Article 14 of the Covenant. The complete list of Judges is, in 
alphebetical order: MM. Avramrra (Spain), ANzitLorri (Italy), 
. Barsoza (Brazil), Busrtamenre (Cuba), Lord Fintay, MM. 
Tax to be claimed. Huser (Switzerland), Lover (Netherlands), Moore (United 
States), Nywotm (Denmark), Opa (Japan) and Werss (France). 


Full particulars will be found The Qualifications of the Judges. 

Lorp FINLAY’s qualifications to be a judge of the Court are 
wellknown. If is, perhaps, typical of the British view of law 
by and obtainable free from the that he has been selected on the ground of his practical acquaint- 
ance with the administration of law. Doubtless there is such 
acquaintance among the other eminent Judges who have been 


LEGAL & G EN E RA 8 — but not a few of them appear to have more distinction 


3 profe ssors of law. Perhaps one ought to treat this as only an 
ASSURANCE SOC | ETY LTD additional reason for their selection. Dr. LODER was one of the 
’ , Commission of Jurists appointed to frame the draft statute of the 
Permanent Court, Seflor* ALTAMIRA, who is a Senator and a 
10, FLEET STREET, E.C.4. Professor in the University of Madrid, was also on that Com- 
mission and so was Signor ANnziLort1, who js Professor of 
(Near Temple Bar) International Law in the University of Rome. Mr. Moore 
‘ is a Professor at Columbia University, and M. Huser is Honorary 
ASSETS EXCEED £13,800,000. Professor of the same subject in the” University of Zarich. In 
TELEPHONES: CITY 2633-4 an interesting Comparison, recently issued by the Grotius Society, 
between the Constitution of the Supreme Court of the United 
ESTABLISHED States and the Permanent Court of International Justice, 
1836. the success of the U.S. court is largely ascribed to its having 
carefully avoided political questions and confined itself to 
matters eapable of judicial settlement—justiciable disputes. The 
pamphlet contains Dr. Be Ltor’s Rhodes Lectures delivered at 
University College last May and we hope to notice it more at 
length. The Court has eminent examples to guide it, both in the 
United States Supreme Court and in the Judicial Committee 
of the Privy Council. 


in a new leaflet -recently issued 


The Preservation of Ancient Monuments Committee. 
Tue Rerorr of the Ancient Monuments Committee, which 
was appointed last year, with Lord Beaucnampe as chairman, will, 
to judge from the anticipatory outline published in The Times 
of the 7th inst., make some interesting suggestions for the 
extension of the system of protection which depends at present 
on the Ancient Monuments Acts of 1882, 1900 and 1910. The 
first Act enabled the owner of an ancient monument to which it 
applied to appoint the Commissioness of Works as guardians, and 
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empowered the Commissioners to purchase such monuments 
under the provisions of the Lands Clauses Acts, other than the 
compulsory provisions ; and it provided for the inspection of 
ancient monuments, and for penalties for injury to them. The 
Act applied to the scheduled monuments, which included 
Stonehenge and many other well-known relics of ancient times, and 
also any similar monuments which the owners might wish to 
entrust to the guardianship of the Commissioners. The Act 
of 1900 transferred the powers of the Commissioners in certain 
circumstances to the County Councils. The Act of 1910 did not 
add substantially to these provisions. The right of access of 
the publie was safeguarded by s. 5 of the Act of 1900. The 
recommendations of the Committee include State assistance for 
owners for repair of monuments by advances at a low rate of 
interest for a term of years ; the establishment of a Central Body 
to decide on the making of preservation orders; and com- 
pensation to owners who suffer financial loss through State 
control. But the most important is the suggestion that houses 
actually in use should, in suitable cases, be treated as ancient 
monuments, so that, subject to compensation being paid, the 
owners should not be able to destroy or repair at their own 
wiil, but that buildings of unique artistic or historical interest 
should, as far as possible, be handed down to posterity intact. 
We notice that there are already signs of an outery against State 
control of “ restoration,’ but in principle the recommendations 
will, no doubt, receive wide support. 


Unreasonable withholding of Consent to Assignment. 


Ir IS CONVENIENT that SarGant, J., should have had the 
chance in Re Winfrey and Chatterton’s Agreement (1921, 2 Ch. 7) 
to reaffirm the plain doctrine of Bates v. Donaldson (1896, 2 Q.B. 
241) without the gloss sought to be introduced from the judgment 
of Kay, L.J., in that case. The doctrine is that, when a covenant 
in a lease against assigning without consent contains the common 
provision that consent shall not be unreasonably withheld in the 
case of a respectable and responsible person, the lessor acts 
unreasonably if he withholds consent in order to get possession 
for himself. The matter was put clearly enough by A. L. Smrru, 
L.J.: ““ When the lessor granted the lease he parted with his 
interest in the premises for the entire term .. It is not, in my 
opinion, the true reading of this clause that the permission can 
be withheld in order to enable the lessor to regain possession of 
the premises before the end of the term.” And he proceeded to 
point out that the clause had quite a different object, namely, 
‘ to protect the lessor from having his premises used or occupied 
in an undesirable way or by an undesirable tenant or assignee.” 
The judgment of Kay, L.J., suggested that it might be different 
if the lessee was selling and the lessor was willing to purchase 
at as good a price. But this consideration is, in fact, quite 
irrelevant. It turns the clause into a right of pre-emption. In 
the recent case SARGANT, J., preferred the view of A. L. Smrra, 
L.J. The clause can only be used by the landlord to secure 
himself his proper right not to have an undesirable assignee. 
It cannot be used as a means for breaking the lease. 


The Charter of Nova Scotia. 


Tae CANADIAN Province of Nova Scorta has just been holding 
a great tercentenary celebration of the first grant of its Charters 
in 1621. The occasion also marks the 200th anniversary of the 
foundation of its High Court, the model of most of the Colonial 
Courts now in existence in the Crown Colonies orin the Dominions. 
In 1721 this famous Court was set up in Annapolis, the capital 
of Nova Scotia, named after Queen ANNeg, who founded it in 1710. 
The founding of Nova Scotia by King James and the creation 
of Baronets, curiously enough, were the direct results of the 
successful planting of Ulster by Scots Borderers in 1611. The 
King was induced to make similar provision in America for the 
large number of hardy borderers and small chieftains of border 
clans, deprived of their sole means of livelihood by the suppression 
of “ raids” into England, which was a necessary result of the 


ALEXANDER extensive feudal power over the province of “ New 
Scotland,” which was then much wider in area than now, since 
it included large portions of what are now the United States and 
Canada. It changed hands several times in the French wars, 
and when finally restored to England had become greatly reduced 
in size and lowered in importance. For some years the charter 
lay dormant, but on the accession of King Charles it was confirmed 
with still further powers to use “ mines and forests, erect cities, 
appoint fairs, hold Courts, grant lands and coin money.” In 
short, in a country far larger than the King’s own dominions, 
Sir Witttam ALEXANDER was to have absolute authority. He 
had been granted the power to create baronets of Nova Scotia, 
an order still existing, by means of which he sought to pacify 
some of the malcontents and entice newcomers to the country. 
From 1710 till 1721 justice was administered under military law 
and the procedure was found unsatisfactory. So in 1721 it was 
decided to establish civil government. The Governor and the 
Council resolved themselves into a Court to meet four times a 
year. In reporting his action to the Secretary of State, the 
Governor said :—‘ The notion that martial law prevails here 
hinders settlers from coming into the country.” 


The High Court of Nova Scotia. 

THE GREAT progress which our judicial institutions have made 
since 1721 is well marked if we compare the methods of punish- 
ment employed by. the High Court of Nova Scotia, when 
first set up two centuries ago, and those in use in similar courts 
to-day. Somé examples of the “ rough and ready justice” 
administered by the Court are to be found in an interesting 
article appearing in The Times of Ist August. We quote here 
two of the more interesting cases. “ One William Haw in 1733 
was accused of having sold liquor without licence to artificers 
employed on the King’s work, making them so drunk that they 
neglected their business to the prejudice of the service. He 
was also charged of having spoken disrespectfully of the Governor 
‘with Cursings and threatenings to shoot him.’ Haw’s sole 
defence was that he was drunk and remembered nothing of the 
matter. The sentence was that on the following day he should 
between the hours of 9 and 10 o’clock,‘ be whip'd at the Cart’s 
Tail, and receive ten lashes with a Cat of nine tails on his bare 
Back at the ffort gate, Ten at Mr. Blonden’s in the Cape,”’ and 
so on up to fifty; ‘and that before he is Released out of Prison 
he Should find two good Suretys to be bound in ffifty pounds 
Each, and himself in one hundred pounds for his Good behaviour 
for a year anda Day.’ Another, Robert Nichols, the Governor's 
servant, was charged with assault upon the Governor, and being 
found guilty received this sentence :—' The Punishment therefore 
Inflicted on thee is to Sitt upon a Gallowes three Days, half 
an hour each day, with a Rope about thy neck and a paper upon 
your Breast Whereon shall be Writt in Capitall Letters Audacious 
Villain, and afterwards thou art to be Whipt at a Cart’s Tail 
from the Prison up to the Uppermost house of the Cape and 
from thence Back again to the Prison Receiving Each hundred 
paces five Stripes Upon your Bare Back with a Catt of Nine 
tails and then thou art to be turned over for a Soldier.’” The 
notions of the authorities as to punishment seem to have been 
as primitive as their grammar. 








Secret Testamentary Trusts. 


THe attempt of testators to fasten upon their property 
trusts not expressly stated in the will has been a fruitful source 
of litigation, of which the case of Re Gardner, Huey v. Cunnington 
(1920, 2 Ch. 523), where the Court of Appeal reversed the decision 
of Eve, J. (1920, 1 Ch. 501) is the most recent example. In 
that case a testatrix by her will, made in 1909, gave all her real 
and personal estate to her husband for his life, “ knowing that 
he will carry out my wishes,” and she appointed him sole executor. 
She died in 1919, possessed only of personal estate. The husband 





Union of the Crowns. The King granted to Sir Wiiitam 


survived her only a few days and died without having proved 
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his wife’s will. He left a will appointing executors and making 
his wife residuary legatee, and letters of administration of his 
wife’s estate with her will annexed were granted to his executors. 
The wife’s will was found in the husband’s safe, and with it an 
unwitnessed paper dated four days after the will of the wife 
and signed by her, giving directions as to the disposal of “ the 
money I leave to my husband.” There was parol evidence that 
shortly after the execution of her will, the wife had said in her 
husband’s presence that her property was to be divided between 
certain persons, the division being, in effect, the same as that 
mentioned in the paper. The question raised on the summons 
was whether the wife’s property was to be dealt with in accordance 
with these directions, or whether it passed to the husband free 
from any trust, so that, since the residuary gift failed, his 
statutory next-of-kin were entitled. : 

There was a difficulty in the case owing to the gift to the husband 
being a gift for his life only, and the expression “ knowing that 
he will carry out my wishes ”—since apparently it applied only 
to this gift—would not seem to have any reference to a secret 
disposition of the capital. Moreover, the memorandum referred 
to‘ the money I leave to my husband ” while, in fact, no capital 
was left to the husband, but only a life interest. On this view 
the memorandum had no effect, and since this led to an absurdity, 
Eve, J. proceeded on the assumption that it referred to the 
corpus of the estate, which was given to the husband for his 
life. It was therefore, in his opinion, a case where the will 
showed the existence of a trust, but did not define its terms, 
and hence evidence outside the will was only admissible if the 
trust was communicated to the legatee at or before the date of 
the will. 

This, of course, is a well-known rule, for which it is unnecessary 
to go further back than the decision of Parker, V.C., in Johnson 
v. Ball (5 De G. and Sm. 85). There a testator gave a policy of 
assurance to two trustees “ to hold the same upon uses appointed 
by letter signed by them and myself.” No such letter existed at 
the date of the will, but subsequently the testator signed an 
unattested memorandum declaring the trusts on which the policy 
was to be held. But, as the Vice-Chancellor pointed out, to admit 
this memorandum would be to recognise a power in a testator to 
dispose of his property by an instrument not duly executed asa will, 
and the memorandum was rejected. To the same effect was the 
judgment of Eve, J., in Re Gardom (1914, 1 Ch. 662, 667, reversed 
on another ground), and there are numerous other cases, some of 
which were considered by Haut, V.C., in Re Fleetwood (15 Ch. D. 
594); thoughjit is not perhaps definitely settled that the trust 
must be disclosed to the legatee before the date of the will: see 
Jarman on Wills, 6th edition, p. 908. 

On the other hand, it is equally well established that, if no 
reference to a trust appears on the face of the will, but the legatee 
is apparently to take for his own benefit, yet if the intention is 
that the legatee is to take in trust, and the terms of the trust are 
communicated to him, parol evidence of the trust can be given, 
even though it was communicated after the date of the will, 
provided this takes place in the lifetime of the testator. The 
doctrine is based upon the supposition that the testator has left 
the property to the legatee on the faith of an express or implied 
promise that he will carry out the testator’s wishes, and that it 
would be a fraud for the legatee to retain the property for himself : 
McCormick v. Grogan (L.R. 4 H.L. 82, 88); and in this view it 
makes no difference whether the communication to the legatee 
is made before or after the date of the will, for, if made after, 
then the testator would naturally revoke the will if the legatee 
tefused : see per Lord Davey in French v. French (1902, 1 LR. 
172, 230). And by reading the will in Re Gardner in a different 
way from that adopted by Ever, J., the Court of Appeal brought 
the case within this latter principle and upheld the disposition 
made by the unattested memorandum. 

As we have seen, the husband took, by the express terms of 
his wife’s will, a life interest in her property, and this was given 
to him by her “ knowing that he will carry out my wishes.” 

words, as WARRINGTON, L.J., pointed out, referred only 





to the life estate, and what those wishes were did not appear. 
They might, he suggested, be to continue allowances or charitable 
subscriptions. But, in addition to this, there was the corpus in 
reversion on his death, as to which the will was silent. and which 
But though the will was silent 
as to the reversion, the unattested memorandum dealt with it 
and showed the manner in which it was to be disposed of. The 
new point established by the present case is that the principle 
enunciated by Lord Davey in French v. French (supra) applies 
whether the property which the person to be affected by the 
trust takes ‘‘ is taken by virtue of an « xpress gift in the will, or 
whether it comes to him as the result of the imperfect disposition 


passed to the husband jure marite 


of the testator’s property which the will has made”: per 
Warrinoton, L.J. at p. 531. In this view the case was one in 
which no trust (as to the reversion) appeared on the face of the will, 
and it was immaterial, therefore, whether the terms of the trust 
were communicated to the husband before or after the date of the 
will. But if the trust is not communicated during the lifetime 
of the testator, then parol evidence of its terms is not allowed 
to be given. At the same time the legatee in such a case cannot 
take the property for himself and he holds as trustee for the 
persons entitled on the footing of anintestacy : Re Boyes (26 Ch.D. 
531). The case under consideration is a striking example of the 
subtleties w hich attend the applic ation of the doctrines in question, 
especially when assisted by bad drafting of the will, and not 
improbably it would have been more satisfactory if the Courts 
had stuck to the plain rule that testamentary dispositions can 
only be made by properly attested instruments. 





rT yr 
[he Year Books. 

The Selden Society's excellently edited series of the Year 
Books, of which that for 6 Edward II has just been issued,* is 
perhaps chiefly important for the view it gives of the actual 
working of the courts in early time Forms of action such as 
entry cui in vild and entry sur disadisin. of which the present 
volume furnishes numerous examples, are of no more than 
historical interest. To understand their nature it is necessary 
to go back to an ancient practice book such as Booth on Real 
Actions, or to refer to writers who in recent times have attempted 
to connect the old with the modern proceedings, as in Pollock 
and Maitland’s ‘** History of English Law” and Lightwood’s 
* Possession of Land,’’ pp. 84, et seq. But apart from the 
matter of the reports, which cannot be said to possess vivid interest 
for the modern student, their form—the disputes of counsel 
over the pleadings, the interruptions and the short final 
decisions of the Judges—shéw bench and bar as keen in argument 
and retort and as clear in decision as at the present day—perhaps 
clearer, for there are no lengthy judgments. However it may 
have been at the time, the report condenses the decision into 
a few words. This brevity of reporting no doubt soon passed 
away, and by the time of Plowden and Coke we are arriving 
at modern prolixity. But this was die to the introduction of 
printing. When reports had to be written and every copy 
repeated by hand, brevity had obvious advantages. Moreover, 
the cases usually deal only with points of procedure and pleading. 
But the Bench had a greater latitude of interpretation of statutes 
than now; witness Chief Justice Hengham’'s famous retort to 
counsel in 1305 (not in this volume): ‘‘ Do not gloss the statute, 
we understand it better than you do, for we made it.” 

With the volumes of this series much of the interest lies in 
the Introduction, and in the present volume it is devoted mainly 
to an account of the methods of a reporter of Edward II's reign. 
The modern reporter may suggest an occasional query, but he 
does not emphasize his opinion of judicial failings by the 
expression ‘‘ quod mirum fuit quibusdam,” which the reporter 
appends to the headnote to a case of Entry sur disseisin (p. 59) ; 
and in other respects the modern report perhaps presents less 
of human interest than those of the time of Bereford, C.J. The 
personality of the reporters is lost in obscurity, but no doubt 
they were “ apprentices ’’—it was a matter of sixteen years 
legal training before admission to serjeantship—and an attempt 
is here made to show that the compiler of one manuscript, 
referred to in the Selden Society Series as Y, had sources of 
special information through his connection with John de Ridenal, 
who appears to have been clerk to the Chief Justice in the early 


*The Selden Society. Year Books of Edward 11, Vol. X1V, Part 1,6 Edward 11, A.D. 1312- 
1313. Edited for the Selden Society by Sir Pau! Vinogradoff, F.b.A., Corpus Professor of 
Jurisprudence in the University of Oxford, and Ladwik Ehrlich, B.Litt., D. Jur., Lecturer 
of the University of Lwow. Quaritch. 
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years of the fourteenth century and then to have left the law 
for a Suffolk parsonage. It is, perhaps, no more than a pleasing 
speculation that the reporter apprentice followed him there, 
and in the quiet of the parsonage wrote out MS. Y under his 
Maitland has 


master’s supervision, * making it so beautiful that 
by 


said: ‘The text looks though it had been 
professional calligraphers, who have adorned its pages with red 
When compare it with its fellows, we 


written 


as 


and blue capitals. we 


are inclined to call it an ¢dition de lure’ (Year Book Series 
(Selden Society) ), iii, p. xxi.”" Other times, other reporters, 
and when 500 years hence the Selden Society of the day are 
trving to trace the r« porters of the extremely condensed L.R. 


which shall have survived to that day, there will be little enough 
help to be got from calligraphy and enblazoned capitals. Possibly 
antiquarianism is a phase which will have passed before that 
time, but while it lasts, its legal aspect is excellently served by 


the Selden Society and its editors. 





Reviews. 
Charitable Bequests. 
Tor Law or Crarrrasie Bequests. By Amnerst D. Tyssen, D.C.L., 
sarrister-at-Law. Second Edition by CLaupe Evstacr SHepBraRre and 
Caartes Percy Sweet & Maxweil, Ltd. 


Sancer, Barristers-at-law. 


25a. net. 

In this edition, Mr. Tyssen’s work, which was published in 1888, has been 
considerably condensed, but the editors have retained almost untouched the 
first three chapters in which he gave a learned and interesting account of the 
history of charitable bequests, of devises to corporations, and of the custom 
of the City of London in regard to such devises. Outside the City, these were 
at first voidable by the Crown, and, under an exception in the Statute of Wills 
of 1540, they became void at law; but in cases of devise upon trust, equity 
saved the trust by treating the heir-at-law as a trustee. After the statute 
of Elizabeth (43 Eliz. c. 4) the courts held that such a devise was also good 
at law, but here judicial favour appears to have outrun the statute, and 
the doctrine was questioned. The position was, according to Mr. Tyssen, 
regularised by the Wills Act, 1837, which, he says, validated a devise to a 
corporation, but as to this, see Jarman, 6th ed. p. 84. By its special 
custom, the City of London was outside this stream of law, and Chapter ITI, 
which discusses the subject, though without professing to discover the origin 
of the custom, is of great interest. Apparently, however, the custom 
of the City was controlled by the Georgian Mortmain Act, so that lands 
within the City could not be devised to a corporation fora charitable purpose. 
Section 12 of the Mortmain and Charitable Uses Act, 1888, preserves 
customs enabling land to be held in mortmain, and apparently this preserves 
the City custom so far as still operative. The custom did not extend to convey- 
unces inter vivos in mortmain, and hence the Corporation of the City of 
London and the Livery Companies can acquire land inter vivos only by 
special licence in mortmain or a general licence contained in their charters, 

The question, what is charity, is shortly discussed in Chapter [V with 
reference to the statute of Elizabeth, and in the following chapter a summary 
is given of the Mortmain Acts from that of 9 Geo, 2 to the recent Acts by 
which the law has been amended and consolidated, and in particular the 
Act of 1891, which removed the bar on devises for charitable purposes, 
though the land must be sold unless required for occupation and retained 


under an order of the court. In succeeding chapters, gifts for various species 
of charity are considered in more detail—for the relief of poverty,the advance 
ment of education and religion and for other purposes beneficial to the 
community, and it is duly noted that, by a modern extension, education 
includes the encouragement of sport and physical training: Re Mariette 


(1915,2 Ch, 284); Re Mellody (1918, 1 Ch. 228). 

The remaining chapters include a discussion of the rule against per- 
petuities in relation to charities. The gift to the charity must vest within 
the prescribed limit, but once vested, then the rule does not apply, not even 








in 1905 and reprinted in 1913, and the present is a revival on an altered and 
extended scale. There have been numerous legislative measures affecting 
the Church of England of recent years, the most important being the Church 
of England Assembly (Powers) Act, 1919, which renders less direct the 
supervision by Parliament of Church affairs. Lord Phillimore says it is 
difficult to exaggerate the benefit which the Church has obtained from 
this recognition of its corporate existence and rights. Not unnaturally, 
perhaps, he fails to observe that it has gone a long way to place the Church 
of England in the same position as the other denominations of the country. 
Most of the book is of a practical rather than a legal nature, and in 
particular questions relating to Church services do not now, fortunately, 
often come within the jurisdiction of the civil courts; but matters relating 
to the fabric of churches and to the repair of parsonages, and the duties of 
churchwardens, still require reference to legal decisions, and the right in a 
pew was litigated in Philipps v. Halliday (1891, A.C. 228). The concluding 
chapter on alteration of parishes, which is new, is likely to be found specially 
useful. The Acts dealing with church building and new parishes are 
legion, and it is high time that they were consolidated; but their practical 
aspect as regards the formation of new parishes is very clearly summarised, 
and the contrary operation of the Union of Benefices Act, 1919, is also 
stated. The appendices include the Canons of 1603, as revised in 1865 
and 1888, and certain of the more important statutes, such as the 
Ecclesiastical Dilapidations Act, 1871, the Public Worship Regulation Act 
1874, and the Tithe Act, 1891. Altogether, the work is a very complete 
ind practical compendium of Church Law. 








Books of the Week. 
By Sipney L. 
Sweet & 


M.A. 
Ltd. 
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Maxwell, 


Evidence. 


Evidence.—The Law of 
Sixth Edition. 


(Cantab), Barrister-at-Law. 
42s. net. 

Common Law.—Cockle & Hibbert’s Leading Cases in Common Law, 
with notes, explanatory and connective. Presenting a systematic view 
of the whole subject. By the late Ernest Cocke and W. NemBnarp 


Hinpert, LL.D. (Lond.), Barristers-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. 
12s. net. 

Criminal Law. 
with notes. Fifth Edition. 
H. Grunpy, Barristers-at-Law. 

Sale of Goods.-The Law relating to Contract of Sale of 
Six Lectures delivered at the request of The Council of Legal Education. 
By Witu1am Wiis, K.C. Second Edition. Edited by W. Nempnarp 
Hisgert, LL.D. (Lond.), Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. 
10s, net. 

Workmen’s Compensation. 
with notes, Rules, Orders and Regulations. 
LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Being the Twentieth 
Workmen’s Compensation Acts.” Butterworth & 


A Selection of Leading Cases in the Criminal Law, 
By the late Henry Warpurton and CLaupe 
Stevens & Sons, Ltd. 20s. 


Goods, 


The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, 
By W. Apprneton WILLIS, 
Edition of “ Willis’s 

Co. Shaw & Sons. 


15s. net. 

Law Lexicon.—The Pocket Law Lexicon, explaining technical words, 
phrases and maxims of the English, Scotch and Roman Law, to which is 
added a complete list of Law Reports, with their abbreviations. Fifth 
Revised by Leonarp W. J. Cosretio, M.A., LL.B. (Cantab), 
Stevens & Sons, Ltd. 10s. net. 

The Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of 
Bulletin No, 15. 


Edition. 
BArrister-at-Law. 

Legal Education. 
Teaching, Training for the Public Profession of the Law. 
$y ALFRED ZANTZINGER ReEp. New York City. 

Forensic Oratory.—Famous Advocates and their speeches. British 
Forensic Eloquence, from Lord Erskine to Lord Russell of Killowen, 
with an Historical Introduction. By Bernarp W. Keiiy. Sweet and 
Maxwell, Ltd. 7s. 6d. net. 

Criminal Appeals.— Criminal Appeal Cases. Edited by Harman Coney, 
Barrister-at-Law. Vol. 16, Part 1, May 2, 11, 30, 31. June 13, 20, 27. 
July 11, 18, 25, 26, 29, 30. August 23, 1921. Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. 





where the gift shifts from one charity to another; and there is a usefal 
chapter on the cy-prés doctrine. The three Acts of 1888, 1891 and 1892 
(the last exemption to assurances to local authorities) are 
printed in an Appendix. The book is a careful and interesting statement 
in concise form of a branch of the f equal difficulty and practical 


extending 


law 


importance, 


7s. 6d. net. Pre-paid Subscription for Volume, £2 net. 

| Agricultural Holdings.—The Agricultural Holdings Acts, 1908 to 1921, 
| and The Corn Production Acts, 1917 and 1920, with explanatory notes and 
| general forms, also the statutory rules and regulations made by the Ministry 
of Agriculture and Fisheries thereunder, and the County Court Rules and 
Forms relating thereto, together with the Allotments & Cottage Gardens 
By Ausrey Joun Spencer, Barrister- 


Compensation for Crops Act, 1897. 
12s. 6d. net. 





Ecclesiastical Law. 
Being an Exposition of the Legal Rights and 
Laity of the Church of England 

With a Preface by The Right 


Tur Book or Cavren Law. 
Duties of the Parochial Clergy and the 
By the Rev. Joun Henry Biunt, DD. 
Hon. Lord Parumorr, D.C.L., LL.D. Revised by E. Epwarpes 

it-Law. Eleventh Edition. Corrections after the 


Jones, Barrister 
EpwaRpEs Jones. Longmans, Green & Co. 


Seventh Edition by G 
This work was originally written in 1872 by a clergyman as a practical 
guide for incumbents and parochial church officers, and was subsequently 
revised from the legal standpoint by Lord Phillimore, who was associated 
with the author in the second and third editions. Lord Phillimore was 
solely responsible for the fourth, fifth and sixth editions, and since then 
Mr. Edwardes Jones has been in charge. The last edition was published 


Stevens & Sons, Ltd. 


at-Law. Sixth Edition. 
Students’ Law.—Introduction to the Study of Law. A Handbook 
for the use of Law Students in Egypt and Palestine. By Freperi 


M. Goapsy, M.A., B.C.L. (Oxon), Ministry of Justice, Cairo. Third Edition. 


Butterworth & Co. 17s. 6d. net. 

Notes on High Court Practice and Procedure in the District 
By Tuomas 8. Humrnureys, Head 
The Midland Counties Herald, 


Practice. 
Registry of the High Court of Justice. 
Clerk in the Birmingham District Registry. 
Limited, Birmingham. 

| Income Tax, &c.—Tolley’s Complete Income Tax, Excess Profits Duty, 
Corporation Profits Tax, Super-tax Charts, showing all Income Tax Rates 
and Relief at a glance, Sixth Edition (1921-22). Compiled by Cnas 
H. Touiey, A.C.LS8., Accountant. Waterlow & Sons, Ltd. 2s, 6d, nett. 












Des 
ne ref 
Act o 
ments 
as to 
accept 
meani 
may -) 












Count 











In ] 
Licens 
the fol 
exerci: 

l. 


” ' 














genera 
session 
meetin 

: 







order r 
shall c: 
rules, ( 
circula’ 
further 
5. 1 
rule, th 
ascerta 
allow a 
express 
= 4 
grantec 
the mee 
tendent 
notice « 
by the. 
the lice 
The not 
fourtee 
intends 
and wh 
sufficier 
be giver 
The j 
to whet 
there ca 
to the p 
2 
notice j 
than se) 
meeting 
whether 
cedure 
of oppos 
(¢ Jonsoli 
accordir 
8. A 
rules sh 
orina f 
and thea 
% 8 
meeting 
ordinari 
any pro 
procedt 































































d and 
cting 
hurch 
tL the 
it is 
from 
rally, 
hurch 
intry. 
id in 
ately, 
ating 
ies of 
tina 
uding 
cially 
S$ are 
ctical 
rised, 
; also 
1865 
s the 
n Act 
iple te 


M.A. 
Ltd. 


Law, 
view 
HARD 


Ltd. 


Law, 
AUDE 


ods, 
ation. 
HARD 

Ltd. 


1906, 
[LLIS, 
illis s 
Sona. 


yords, 
ich is 
Fifth 
ntab), 


nt of 
o, 1b. 


ritish 
owen, 
t and 


1921, 
s and 
ristry 
; and 
rdens 
ister- 


lbook 
ERIC 
ition, 


strict 
Head 


»rald, 


Duty, 
Rates 
HAS. 


tt. 








Sept. 24, 1921 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





[Vol. 65.] 831 








—_—_— 
—_— 
| 


Correspondence. | 


Waiver by statutory acceptance of Rent. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journaland Weekly Reporter. | 
Dear Sir,—In the article under the above heading in your issue of to-ds Ly, 
no reference appears to be made to s. 16, s-s. (3) of the Increase of Re nt, &e. 
Act of 1920, the section being printed under the heading ‘“‘ Minor Ame nd. 
ments of Law.” In view of this sub-section it would appear doubtful 
as to whether the landlord does not prejudice his right to possession by 
accepting more than three months’ rent. If the sub-section has not this 
meaning what other meaning can it have ? The construction of the section 
may perhaps be assisted by reference to the heading under which it appears, 
Yours faithfully, 
R. A. Fietcner. 


County Bank Buildings, 
4314 Lord Street, 
Southport. 
[We hope to consider this letter next week.—Ed., S.J.] 














New Orders, &c. 


Home Office Order. 
THE LICENSING RULES, 1921. 

In pursuance of the powers conferred upon me by section twelve of the 
Licensing Act, 1921 (hereinafter referred to as “ the Act ’’), IL hereby make 
the following Rules with respect to the procedure of licensing justices in the 
exercise of the powers conferred upon them under Part I of the Act 

1. These Rules may be cited as the Licensing Rules, 1921. 

2. The powers exercisable by licensing justices under the Act are :- 

(2) The power of making orders under sections 1 (1) (b) of the 
Act. 

(6) The power of making orders under sections | (2) and 2 (2) of the 
Act. 

(c) The power of granting certificates under section 3 (2) of the Act. 

3. These powers are ordinarily exercisable by licensing justices at their 
general annual licensing meeting, but they are exercisable also at any transfer 
sessions held between the passing of the Act and the general annual licensing 
meeting in 1922. 

4. Where it is intended to consider any proposal to make or vary any 
order referred to in paragraphs (a) or (5) of rule 2, the clerk to the justices 
shall cause a notice thereof in Form’! as set out in the schedule to these 
rules, or a form to the like effect, to be published in two local newspapers 
circulating in the licensing district, and, if the justices think fit, in such 
further manner as they may direct. 

5. Upon the consideration of any proposal referred to in the preceding 
rule, the justices shall take such steps as seem to them fit for the purpose of 
ascertaining local opinion with respect to the matter in hand, and shall 
allow any person to address them who appears to them to be qualified to give 
expression to any such opinion. 

6. The certificate referred to in paragraph (c) of Rule 2 shall not be 
granted unless the applicant for the certificate has, one week at least before 
the meeting or sessions at which the application is made, sent to the superin 
tendent of police of the district and to the clerk to the licensing justices 
notice of his intention to make the application. The notice shall be signed 
by the applicant or by his authorised agent, and shall state the address of 
the licensed premises or club in respect of which the application is made. 
The notice to the sugerintendent may specify the date (not being less than 
fourteen days later) on which, if a certificate is granted, the applicant 
intends to begin to avail himself of the provisions of section 3 of the Act, 
and where a date is so specified the notice will, if a certificate is granted, be 
sufficient compliance with the provisions of that section requiring notice to 
be given to the superintendent of the police 

The justices shall satisfy themselves in such manner as they think fit as 
to whether the arrangement of the premises and the nature of the business 
there carried on are such as to justify the grant of a certificate, having regard 
to the provisions of the said section 3. 

7. If any question arises as to the withdrawal of any such certificate, 
notice in writing may be served on the holder of the certificate, not less 
than seven days before the commencement of the general annual licensing 
meeting ; and where such notice has been served the justices shall consider 
whether the certificate shall be withdrawn, and in any such case the pro 
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cedure before the justices shall be the same, mutatis mutandis, as in the case 
of opposition to the renewal of a licence, and the provisions of the Licensing 
(Consolidation) Act, 1910, in relation to such procedure shall apply 
accordingly, with the necessary modifications. 

8. Any orders or certificates made or granted under the Act and these 
rules shall be in the appropriate form set out in the schedule to these rules, 
or in a form to the like effect. Any orders made by justices under the Act 
and these rules shall be published in the manner prescribed by Rul» 4 hereof. 

9. Subject as aforesaid, the powers of justices under the Act at any 
meeting or sessions shall be exercised in accordance with the procedure 
ordinarily adopted with respect to other business transacted thereat, and 
any provisions of the Licensing (Consolidation) Act, 1910, in relation to such 
procedure shall apply accordingly. 





SCHEDULE, 


Foro I, 
Form or Notice. 
Licenstna Acts, 1910 anp 1921 


Notice is hereby given, that at the general annual licensing meeting [or 
transfer sessions], to be held at , on the day 
if , a proposal will be considered for modifying, in accordance with 
paragraph (4) of subsection (1) of section one of the Licensing Act, 1921, the 
hours applicable to licensed premises and clubs in the licensing district [or 
for fixing, within the prescribed limits, in accordance with subsection (2) 
if section one {and/or sub-section (2) of section two] of the Licensing Act, 
1921, the permitted hours for licensed premises in the licensing district]. 

Signed, 
[Clerk to the Licensing Justices. ] 
Form IT. 
Licensmna Acts, 1910 anp 1921 
Order under Section 1 (1) (6) of the Licensing Act, 1921. 

At the General annual licensing meeting [or transfer sessions], holden at 

day of , for 


, in the county of 


, on the 
the division of 
for for the [« sunty ] he rrough of 
The licensing justices for the said division [or borough] by order hereby 
direct that as respects licensed premises and clubs in the said division 
for borough] subsection (1) of section one of the Licensing Act, 1921, shall 
have effect as though “eight and a half” were substituted for “eight” 
and “ half-past ten at night ’’ were substituted for “ten at night ” [or as 
though in the morning’ were substituted for 
“eleven in the morning *’}. 
[Justice 3” arqnature sand se als, 
Form III, 
Licenstsg Acts, 1910 anp 1921. 
Order under subsection (2) of section one [or subsection (2) of section two] 
of the Licensing Act, 1921. 
At the General annual licensing meeting [or transfer sessions], holden at 
on the day of _ 
for the division of , in the « ounty of 
[or for the [county] borough of 
The licensing justices for the said division [or borough) hereby order that 
as respects licensed premises in the said division [or borough] the permitted 
hours on week-days [or Sundays, Christmas Day and Good Friday] shall be 
the hours between and , and 
between and ‘ 
[ Justices’ signatures and seala,]| 
Form IV, 
Licenstna Acts, 1910 AND 1921. 
Certificate under section 3 (2) of the Licensing Act, 1921. 
At the general annual licensing meeting [or transfer sessions], holden at 
, on the day of , for the 
division of , in the county of or for 
the [county] borough of 
The licensing justices for the said division (or borough] hereby certify that 
they are satisfied that the licensed premises [or club], known as 
, are [or is] structurally adapted and bona fide used [or intended 
to be used] for the purpose of habitually providing for the accommodation 
of persons frequenting the premises, substantial refreshment, to which the 
sale and supply of intoxicating liquor is ancillary. 
| Justices’ signatures and seale,]| 
j Nhortt, 
One of His Majesty's Principal 
Secretaries of State. 
Home Office, 


18th August, 1921. (Gazette, 19th August. 
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Early Imprisonment and Habitual 


Criminals. 


Before Judge Atherley-Jones, K.C., at the Central Criminal Court, 
on 9th September, says The Times, Henry Grant, 46, bookmaker, was 
sentenced to five years’ penal servitude for stealing a wallet from the pocket 
of Mr. Harry Septimus Vose, at the Piceadilly Tube Station. On the 
evening of July 11 Mr. Vose was entering a train when the prisoner was 
alleged to have stolen a wallet from his breast pocket. Mr. Vose seized 
him, whereupon the prisoner wrenched himself away and, flourishing a 
revolver, ran on to another platform, and finally ran some distance up the 
tunnel, where he was arrested. The revolver was empty. The prisoner 
denied the charge A police officer said the prisoner had had 18 convictions 
in29 years, On three occasions he had been sentenced to penal servitude. 

The prisoner said that one of th 
years which was passed on him when a mere lad on a charge of wounding 
his sweetheart. Such an offence would have now have been visited with 


entences of penal servitude was 10 


six months’ imprisonment or detention ina Borstal institution. 

The jury found the prisoner Guilty of being an habitual criminal 

Judge Atherley-Jones said that 30 years ago the prisoner was convicted 
of crime when a mere boy It might be that, if wiser counsels had prevailed, 
he might have been saved from following a life of crime. He came out of 
prison tarred as a goalbird. He was a danger to society. It was a very 
grave blot on the Act of Parliament which provided for preventive dete ntion 
that it was not competent for a Judge either to sentence to preventive 
detention without imprisonment, or with a short term of in prisonment 
before the preventive detention He should pass no sentence on the prisoner 


on the allegation of being an habitual criminal. 





The late Lord Parker and King’s 


College, Cambridge. 


A post-graduate studentship, for the encouragement of legal and historical 
study or research, has been founded at King’s College, Cambridge, by Lady 
Parker, of Waddington, in memory of her late husband, Lord Parker of 
Waddington, a Lord of Appeal in Ordinary. Lord Parker was elected a 
Scholar of the college from Eton, where he had been a King’s Scholar, in 
1876. He took his degree in 1880 in the first class of the Classical Tripos, 
was elected Fellow in 1881, and was called to the Bar by Lincoln’s Inn in 
1883. After acting as Junior Counsel to the Treasury in Equity matters, 
1900 to 1906, he was ‘pp inted a Judge of the High Court in 1906, and a 


Lord of Appeal in Ordinary in 1913. 





( )bituary. 
Mr. M. C. Buszard, K.C 


Mr. Marston Ciarke Buszarp, K.C., Recorder of Leicester and leader 
of the Midland Cire iit, died on Sunday t Folkestone at the age of 84 

The eldest son of Marston Buszard, M.D., of Lutterworth, Leicestershire, 
says The Times, he was born on July 13, 1837, and went to Rugby School, 
entering at the Inner Temple in 1858, and being called in 1862. Meanwhile 
he had matriculated at Trinity, Cambridge, and his name appears in the 
first-class in the Law Tripos of 1860, C. 8. Calverley, M.A., Christ's, being 
one of the examiners He was also awarfded the Chancellor's medal for 
legal studies Buszard acquired a good practice on the Midland Circuit, 
and became leading counsel to the Post office. He took silk in 1877, and 
waa clected a Bencher of his Inn in IS80, serving the office of treasurer 
in 1903 He was Recorder of Derby from 1890 to 1899, when he was 
appointed Recorder of Leicester, being also Deputy Chairman of Quarter 
Seasions 

In 1874 he contested the little borough of Stamford as a Liberal against 
Admiral Sir J. C. Dalrymple Hay, but without sucee in 1880, however, 
he defeated the adnfiral The boroug was disfranchised in 1885, and 
Buszard stood for Rutland, but was defeated In 1886, having become a 
Liberal Unionist, he was defeated for the Rugby Division of Warwickshire. 
He did not stand again. 

As an administrator of the criminal law, Buszard professed his hostility 
to any form of what he called sickly humanitarianism and sentimentalism. 
Capital punishment, he was wont to point out, was rarely inflicted nowadays 
except in cases of peculiar atrocity or deliberation; as for the cat,”’ he 
was firmly convinced of its deterrent influence. He did not approve of 
Mr. Churchill's administration as Home Secretary, and publicly congratu 
lated the country when that office passed into the hands of a lawyer, 
referring especially to “ such incidents as that of the Dartmoor Shepherd.” 
But in spite of these pronouncements, Buszard, as the criminals who came 





THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 
FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MippLesex Hospirat, 
WHICH If URGENTLY IN NEED OF Funps ror 1ts Humane Work. 





before him well knew, had a tender heart, and always tempered justice 
with abundant mercy. Usually he was content to let offenders off lightly, 
while threatening them with severe punishment “next time.” He Was 
very popular in Leicester, and in the county generally, and took a keen 
interest in local affairs. He was twice married, and had three daughters, 

In the course of an appreciation of Mr. Buszard in The Times of the 
17th inst., “* W.R.D.A.”"—no doubt, the Recorder of Nottingham—aays : 

“In Court he was a remarkable advocate, with an unfailing gift of 
rhythmic speech, which was never fustian. His opening of the long Macrae 
murder case in 1891 was consummate. He was a fine defender of prisoners, 
especially in cases where his medical knowledge (for he had studied medicine 
as wel! as law) had scope. As a Recorder he was able and courageous, 
Men recall a sentence at Leicester of many years’ penal servitude, richly 
deserved, which was undisturbed by the Court of Criminal Appeal. His 
manner and method were not especially judicial, but it was very rarely 
that perfect justice was not done, and if his manner of sentencing was 
ultra-vigorous, the substance always showed his kindliness of heart. 

‘ But more than all these things was his leadership of the Circuit. There 
was not a man on Circuit who knew him who did not love him. The tone 
in which any reference to ‘the Old Bird’ was made told its tale. His 
kindnesses were innumerable. He was for ever helping on the struggling 
junior whenever he got a chance. At Circuit meetings, with their dis- 
cussions of candidates and occasionally matters of discipline, he was always 
on the side of leniency and width of sympathy, and his trenchant scorn 
was the delight of the listeners, even of the victim of the moment. He 
was a master of strong language, but he never could succeed in concealing 
his tender heart. So, too, when he presided at Circuit dinners. His 
speeches of welcome to Judges whom the Circuit was dining, or of con- 
gratulatory farewell to members of the Circuit who had gained permanent 
appointments, were fascinating and inimitable. The choice of words, the 
equally dexterous choice of tones, the manner of saying things so as half 
to alter their meaning, were blended by an easy and perfect art in an 
utterance which showed full knowledge of the weaknesses of the guest, 
und the opportunity for mistakes which his position would give him, with 
generous appreciation and true friendliness of welcome. They are gone, 
these speeches, past recall. The stray phrases that will be handed down 
are but as a brick to represent a building. They will never be forgotten 
by those who heard them, and they will be talked about for many a long 
year as the brilliant sayings of a great Circuit leader, from whom they 
came as the natural expression of a gifted and fascinating nature. The 
comradeship, the honour, the responsibilities of the Bar have had no better 
exponent than our lost leader.” 

Mr. Lewis Fry. 

The Right Hon. Lewis Fry, brother of the late Right Hon. Sir Edward 
Fry, and for many years M.P. for Bristol, died, says The Times, at Clifton 
on the 10th inst., in his 90th year. 

Mr. Fry was a member of the well-known Bristol family, being the 
fourth son of Joseph Fry, for many years senior partner in the firm of 
J. 8. Fry & Sons, cocoa and chocolate manufacturers, The cocoa business 
did not reach anything like its present proportions until after the death 
of Mr. Lewis Fry's father, who lived, during the first part of his married 
life, in the upper part of the business premises in Union-st., Bristol. Lewis 
Fry was born there on 16th April, 1832, and went to a private school, 
which he left at the age of seventeen to be articled to a solicitor. He was 
admitted in 1854, and practised in Bristol for many years, but after entering 
Parfiament in 1878 he ceased to take an active part in the business and 
retired altogether about 1885. During his professional career he was 
for some time a member of the Council of the Incorporated Law Society, 
and in 1872 he was president of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
Association. He served on the Bristol Town Council between the years 
1866 and 1884, and in 1871 was elected chairman of the first Bristol School 
Board. 

At a by-election in 1878, and again in 1880, Mr. Fry was elected for 
his native city as a Liberal. In 1885, on the division of the old Parlia- 
mentary borough, he was returned for Bristol North. At the time of the 
Home Rule split he became a Liberal Unionist. He lost his seat in 1892, 
but regained it in 1895. In June, 1900, he retired from Parliament, after 
nearly twenty years’ service, and early in the following year he was sworn 
of the Privy Council. Mr. Fry did not often take part in debate, but he 
did much valuable work on committees. He was chairman of the Committee 
on Town Holdings from 1886 to 1892, and drew up the two reports which 
the committee presented. 

After his retirement from Parliament in the fiscal controversy he declared 
himself a Free-Trader, but otherwise confined himself to local affairs. He 
supported generously with personal service as well as with money the 
School of Science and Art, the Museum and Library Institution, the Evening 
Classes Associ tion, the local branch of the Charity Organization Soc lety, 
and the company formed for the preservation of the Leigh Woods. He 
was also on the Council of Clifton College and president of the Clifton High 
School for Girls. The main work of his later life, however, was done 
for Bristol University College and the new University of Bristol. When 4 
charter was granted in 1909 Mr. Fry was appointed a Pro-Chancellor of 
the University and was elected chairman of the Council. He was 4 
magistrate and Deputy-Lieutenant for the County of Gloucester. 

Mr. Fry married, in 1858, Elizabeth Pease, daughter of the late Mr. 
Francis Gibson, of Saffron Walden, by whom he had a family of two sons 
and three daughters. Mrs. Fry died in 1870. 
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Legal News. -_ 
Dissolution. THE BRITISH LAW 


Freperick Epwarp Ernest Jonn Hatt and Prrer Ormerop 
AsuwortnH (R. Newton Rhodes Hall & Ashworth) Solicitors, Cheapside INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED. 
Chambers, in the City of Bradford, 30th June, 1921. The said Frederick 
Edward Ernest John Hall will continue to practise at the above address | 5, LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C.2. 
under the style or firm of R. Newton Rhodes & Hall es , : , 
(Gazette, 20th September. | (With Beenskes Ceeugnont the Vaties Sangean) 


Sept. 24, 1921 


—_— 























; FIRE, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
Appointments. |f EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 


Mr. Joun Fropisner Mitxs, barrister-at-law, one of the Charity Bl RGLARY, THIRD ! ARTY, MOTORS, LIFTS, apap 
Jommissioners for England and Wales, has been appointed to be Chief PROPERTY OWNERS’ INDEMNITY, LOSS of PROFITS 
Charity Commissioner, to fill the vacancy caused by the retirement of due to FIRE, GLASS BREAKAGE, LIVE STOCK, 

Mr. Herbert Picton Morris; Mr. Georae Witn1amMson WaAttace, barrister 
at-law, one of the Assistant Charity Commissioners, to be a Charity Com 
missioner for England and Wales ; and Mr. Cuarnes Foster Rrrente, | 
barrister-at-law, to be Secretary to the Charity Commissioners, in the room 
of Mr. George Chivers Bower, retired. 












Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies 
within the United Kingdom, 





















































— The la n f D.O.R.A. ereates a new state of affairs for the cyclist, 
or rather revives an old one. Writing from the Cyclists’ Touring Club, 
General of which he is vice-president, M I. T. Bidlake has driwn attention 
in The 1 to the new lighting-up time n hour after sunset—and also 
Mr. Robert Henry Mellersh (58), of Godalming, Surrey, solicitor, left | stuted tl forth cyclist ill not be compelled to carry a rear light 
estate of the gross value of £82,908. | a 1 t head light on their bieyeles. Inquiries made at the Ministry 
> " Ir port yesterda ( firm tt tatement as to the time { lighting 
A Reuter’s message from Washington, of 20th September, says: Sir os. Meek Uh ine ousiabnia a : +1 : roqulations regarding lights on yehieles 
Auckland Geddes, the British Ambassador, to-day informed Mr. Hughes, re lifferent parts of the country, and cyclists will. therefore. be well 
the Secretary of State, that Mr. Lloyd George and Lord Curzon would be ‘aetend to retain the red rr light on their machines The whole matter 
unable to attend the Disarmament Confere nee at Washington on account | 5 ¢ 1; n vehicles is being investigated by a Departmental Committee 
of important domestic problems requiring their presence at home. f the M try of Transport. This Committee has published a first and 
Mr. Edwin Rowland Payne, of Penarth, Glamorgan, solicitor, a director second in I t, and the third and final report will be issued shortly, 
of the Anglo-Celtic Shipping Company, Limited, of the Northern and l l be f by the preparation of a Bill embodying the recom 
Mediterranean Lines, Limited, of the Western Counties Shipping Company, | mend +0 Committee. On the question of the red glass dise, or 
Limited, and of Charles H. Huss and Co, (1920), Limited, who died on | “reflex ”’ lens, carried on bicycles, the Committee, in the second interim 
9th May last, aged 57, left estate of the gross value of £22,263, with net | ™ : On the evidence which has been submitted and the tests 

personalty £21,371. | which ha been carried out as to the efficiency of various types of * reflex 
- lenses, we not re nmend the use of this device as a substitute fora 
A man charged at Kingston on Tuesday with drunkenness was stated | jamp showing a red light to the rear Various objections to the use of a 
to have caught two of the town pigeons in the market place and offered eparate red rear lamp and the difficulty in keeping such lamps alight were 
to sell them for a shilling each. The police, in reply to the Magistrates : d by wit _ but none of th considerations would, in our opinion, 
stated that they had considered thg question of charging the man with ser 4 xemption of bieycles from the general requirement that a lamp 

theft, but could not ascertain to whom the pigeons belonged. The Kingston ving a red light to the rear should be carried.” 
pigeons have made their home for many years on the roof of the Town Under Lord Shaw’s award regarding overtime pay for dockers, a claim 
Hall. | for 29s. 2d made recently, says The Times, by a labourer named 
Albert Edward Catchesides, at Tower Bridge Police Court, before 
} . 

My next tour, accompanied by my art expert, will start on Monday, | Mr. Waddy. The def wath us Alfred Eyers, a master st or of 
September 26th, for Plymouth, zig-zagging en route vid Frimley, Basing Old-road, Rotherhithe The mais of the claim was that Evers was pene 
stoke, Winchester, Salisbury, Bournemouth, Southampton, Wimborne. under t vard to pay 4 full night wa for any overtime worked after 





Sherbourne, Yeovil, Exeter, Ivybridge, Tavistock, Bideford, Barnstaple, | 10 | In vaten laimed tl 20s, 2d. w lue te him 
10.45 oom In ipport of the claim, 


Lynton, Tiverton, Taunton, Wells, Trowbridge, Marlborough, Reading | for work done between 10 p.m ind . 
n for Mr. Walter Frampton explained that thi vomons had been brought as 








and Slough. May we call to value or inspect your trifles or treasures 
the minimum fee of 21s. (say) for a thirty minutes’ stay? Valuations for | the complainants union wiyied to take the matter t the High Court. 
Probate and Insurance at moderate fees.—W. E. HURCOMB, Calder In 1919 an arrangem wa rived at between the National ¢ van il of 

Port of London Emy ra and the 1 itative if the National 


House (corner of Dover Street), Piccadilly, W.1. Regent 475. the I 
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FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 


MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, ETC., ETC. 
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THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY covers atl Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium. 
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Transport Workers, consequent on the meeting of Lord Shaw’s Committee, |} Mr. Waddy.—Is Mr. Eyers a member ?—No. Later, the witness said he 
by which the rates of pay were determined. The praetice, under Lord | thought, from his position, that he could speak for the whole of the 
Shaw's award, in the Port of London was that if men worked even five employers, if a man was employed after 10 p.m. he would be paid for all 
minutes after 10 p.m. they were entitled to claim payment for a full night’s | night. Mr. Waddy said he had made up his mind, though he would not 
work, 29s. 2d., because men who had worked all night were not allowed | state it, but it seemed to him an attempt to bind a man by an agreement 
to be re-employed until all others had been engaged. The complainant | he was not a party to. He thought the matter had better be decided 
would state that owing to his having worked that odd 45 minutes he wag-+ elsewhere, and agreed to state a case. The present proceedings would be 
not allowed to work on the following day. Frederick Thompson, district | adjourned sine die. 

zecretary of the Dockers’ Union, in giving evidence, said that he considered 





= Land Ghaw on vetted Aloe, ale valine Oe eas ‘ iene VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very eesential that all Policy Hotders should 
that the Lord I AW awart A bound the ign stories to it, and those who were have a detailed valuation of their effects. Property is generally very inadequately 
not. Itwaea “national” agreement. George Wyndham Harris, solicitor, | {nsured, and in case of loss insurers suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM STORR & 80 
woeretary of the National Council of Port Labour Employers and secretary | (LIMITED), 26, King Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known chattel valuers and 
ape Bt hes ane . “7 (ey , Tr: - logiecan auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of expert Valuers, and will be giad 
f the mbined Council of the National Council and the Transport Worker to advise those desiring valuations for any purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, 
Federation, said that all employers of dock labour were members works of art, bric-A-brac a speciality. —{ADVT. ) 
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BRowN, ADA, Camberwel High Court Pet. Aug. 16. | LIGHT, WALTER, Tamworth. Birmingham. Pet. Sept. 15 


W ind ng-up N ( tC Cs. — ty +- High Court somes Haany, Shiteat Shrewsbury, Pet. Sept. 13. Ord, 


Browse, Captain Berpert, Brompton-sq., 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. Pet. June 21. Ord. Sept. 12 , on © — ; , 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. ( _ er W., Ealing. High Court ‘ l Se ce tee 4S, Bradford. Bradford. Pet. Sept. 15 
CO QUIDATOR rrp ey hg THs DEAN, R&GINALD, Cobridge. Hanley 7.3 Moov’ WILLIAM E., Driffield Kingston-upon-Hull. Pet, 
THE DATE MENTIONED Sept. 14 Sept. 15. Ord. Sept. 15. 
E ~ = ae GARDNER, Ropert W., Westbury- yn ris ‘ NEAUM, MALCOLM G., Belper. Derby. Pet. Sept. 3. Ord, 
London G tie FRIDAY, September 16 : Sept. 12. Ord. Sept Sept. 14 
Cosmos) Ltp. Oct. 14 r. W, Elli Groom, Davip, Gateshes rev le-upon-T yne v PARCELL, JAMES, Gilfach Goch, Glam. Pontypridd. Pet 
W.1 July 26. Ord Sept. 13 Sept. 16. Ord. Sept. 16 
27. W. Nicholson, 12, Wood-st.,| Haywarp, Percy C., Solihull, Warwick. Birmingham, | PARNELL-SmiTa, MicHarL S., West Ealing. High Court 
‘ P Sept. 14. Ord. Sept. 14 Pet. Aug. 19. Ord. Sept. 15. 
Goven Lrp. Se 0. J, W. Carter, 51, Albion-st HELEN, FREDERICK, Deptford. Greenwich. Pet. Aug. 17.| PRIOR, Barton, Coptic-st. Bloomsbury. High Court. Pet 
Ord Sept. 13 June 16. Ord Sept. 15 
CLECKHEATON) LTD J. H. Haley, | Heppie, Gwenteran M., Abertililery. Tredegar. Pet. Aug. 22. | Proctor, WILLIAM, Preston. Preston. Pet. Aug. 23. Ord 
'verel-st.. Bradford rs Ord, Sept. 13 Sept. 13 
JOHN JACKSON SHTERS & SONS (1 oO MARSDEN, Hervey, Prestwich. Salford. Pet. Sept. 12. | RADFORD, WALTER, Shipley Bradford. Pet. Sept. 15 
Swift, Middletor ar Manchests Ord. Sept. 12 | Ord. Sept. 15. 
Mayoook 14 t at r MERRIMAN, Henry V., Manor Park. High Court Pet torr, COLIN W., Clifford-st. High Court. Pet. Aug 
Staly brid July 1. Ord. Sept. 14 Ord. Sept. 15 
MIDDLEMASS, GRORGE K.,Gateshead. Newcastle-upon-Tyne. | Rogers, Cuartes, Fulham-rd. High Court. Pet. Aug. 29 
Pet. Sept. 13. Ord. Sept. 13 | Ord. Sept. 15 
MILLER, WaLTex A., Great Yarmouth. Great Yarmouth. | Rowe, ALpert E., Newquay. Truro. Pet. Sept. 15. Ord 
Pet. Sept. 12. Ord. Sept. 12 Sept. 15 
MILLS, WALTER, Stonehouse. Pontypridd. Pet. Sept. 13. | ROWLAND, Jou H., Blackburn. Blackburn. Pet. Sept. 15 
Ord. Sept. 15 | Ord. Sept. 15. 
MITTON, ALEXANDER W. D., Knightsbridgs High Court. | SHrPMAN, Harry, Southall. Windsor. Pet. Ang. 5. Ord 
Pet. July 22. Ord. Sept. LA. | Sept. 16 
MURRELL, RoBERT U., Holt, Norfolk. Norwich. Pet.Sept.i2. | SH#0rrMaAN, Arnon, Fulham. High Court. Pet. July 15 
Ord. Sept. 12 Ord. Sept. 15 
NABARRO, SOLOMON N., Putney. High Court. Pet. Sep | SILLS, Freverick C., Chiswick. High Court. Pet. Jan. 1 
Ord. Sept. 14 Ord. April 28 
Oppie, DAWSON, Pendleton. Blackburn Pet. Sept. 12 Sourneate, T. D., Stratford-place. High Court. Pet. May 31 
: i Ls Ord. Sept. 12 Ord. Sept. 15 
Resolutions for Winding-up ee J., Hereford. Hereford. Pet. Sept. 12. "Ord. Bont — Epsom Croydon. Pet. July 28 
d. Sep o ey , 
Voluntarily. PER, Joun T., St. Agnes, Cornwall. Truro. Pet. Sept. 12. | STONER, H , Cheetham. Manchester. Pet. July 11. Ord 
J Ord. Sept. 12 | Sept. 15 
Lond rrett FRIDAY, September it SHannoy, D.S. B.,Rhy!. Bangor. Pet.Sept.10. Ord.Sept10, | Tek, Herpert M., Burnley turniey. Pet. Aug. 5. Ord 
itry Upholsterers Ltd ih ) rs e| SUGDEN, GRANVILLE, Girlington, Bradford Bradford Sept. 13 
pensers Ltd ‘ Pet. Sept. 14. Ord. Sept. 14 Torry, Joun, Edgware. Barnet. Pet. Ang. 17. Ord. Sept. 14 
G. Marston & Co. Ltd rvative CHISTLETHWAITH, WILLIAM, Ulverston. Barrow-in-Furness, | WEAVER, Grorare, and MCINTYRE, ARCHIBALD, Malpas, 
C. N. Bramley Ltd ib Br ngs Co. Ltd Pet. Sept. 12. Ord. Sept. 12. Cheshire. Nantwich. Sept. 15. Ord. Sept. 15 
Cit Klectri Welding ‘ ». Ltd Woo .r, FANNY, Maida HillWest. High Court. Pet. Sept. 14 
Neweastle) Ltd eclestie etrie Cinema | Ord. Sept. 14 T is very important that one’s Keys should 
William Holland & Sor t Yoratu, Hersert ., Portmadoc. Portmadoc. Pet. Sept.14 rf ° 
Attaches Ltd H. Crichton Ltd Ord, Sept. 14 be registered by a reliable Company. You 
wh em wy ht — > LF RECEIVING ORDERS should ring up 1445 Clerkenwell to-day, and ask 
Wolverham ptor ! gton ocolate Co . eae . . . 
incorporated Society « London Gazette. —TURSDAY, September 20 | the British Key Registry about it, or write 
' t \ ol nspo SECKINGTO & Co., Bournemor oe, Pet. Se | . 
omen. ‘Wis eee SS) ee ee London Office, 64, Finsbury Pavement, E.C.2. 
Merchants & B tetailers om ‘ ‘ Borrssov, Colone] ALEXANDER A. Shaftesbury-av 


South Gunheath ult ify Pet. Aug. 4. Ord. Sept. 14 


Co. Ltd verseas Exporters(1919)Ltd | CLirFoRD, WILFRED, Ilkeston. De rts Pet. Sept. 16. Ord. | . 
Maidenhead & District Be e Auckland Park Real! Sept. 16 NOW READY. 
ing Co. I Estate Ltd Coss, Jous J., Brixton. High Court. Pet. Sept >. Ord 


“DAY, September 20 Sept. 15 
Son Frank House & Co. Ltd Dopson, Aveustrs W., Worcester. Worcester. Pet. Sept. 16 


(Ipswich) Ltd The South Lancashire Land, _ Ord. Sept. 16 : 
B. H. Purber & Varndell Ltd Building and Mortgage Co.| FieTa, Ernest F., Wardle, near Rochdale Rochdale 
’ Ltd Pet. Sept. 16. Ord. Sept. 16 


Carlton Hotela(South Africa . . “ 
Ltd Weymouth Diving & Towing | Fis#wick, CHarves V., St. Helens. Liverpool. Pet. Sept. 1 
Ord. Sept. 15 


Arkinstall & Baker Ltd Co. Ltd 
Gairritus, Joun I., Llanelly. Carmarthen. Pet. Sept. 17 


Shrewsbury Butchers Ltd Rowley Station Brickworks Ord 17 a * 
Crafalgar Film Producing Co Ltd rd. Sept. if. 
Ltd ; 4) The Paget Rooms Ltd HALL, Joun O., West Auekland. Durham. Pet. Sept. 15 
Ange! Court Trust Ltd H. K. Trust Ltd Ord. Sept. 15 , ; 
Motor Lndustries (Manchester) scolgne Portable Buildings | HALLEY, FREDER‘CK, Forest Gate. High Court. Pet. Aug. 5 
Ltd te Ord. Sept. 14 é o- > : a 
Castle Cary Water Co. Ltd , Portable Projector | HAYWoop, Lawnence J., Blackheath. Dudley. Pet. Sept. 14 Containing Practical Observations on 
G. A. Baker & Co. Ltd Ltd Ord. Sept. 14 _—s er 
Vivien wey hg 1 The British Lens Grinding Co. | H&FFERNAN, GERALD, Drayton-gardens High Court the points most frequently arising on a 
Ltd Ltd Pet. Aug. 20. Ord. Sept. 14 Perusal of Titles to Real and Leasehold 
HOLLIDAY, CHARLES A., Malvern Link. Worcester. Pet . ee 
Sept. 16. Ord. Sept. 16 Property, and an Epitome of the 
N . ~*~ a A., Oxford-st. High Court. Pet. May 26 Notes by way of Reminders. 
‘ ry tr | vats rd. Sep 
Bankt uptc y A otic Cs. Hovspen, CaTHEerine, Handsworth Birmingham Pet BY 
= Sept. 15. Ord. Sept. 15 


aondin~Seanen, Seat LEWIS E. EMMET 


London (Gazette FRIDAY, September 16 


ADAMS Manvas N.. Birmingham Birmingham Pet EVI D Ee N Cc E SOLICITOR. 
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RE RS ee ne. Wee on behalf of Christianity is provided by the | NINTH EDITION. Demy 8vo, Cloth. 
RDMOI CHRISTIAN EVIDENCE SOCIETY, 
Price 20s. net. Post free, 2Is. 


PeanpMone, Henry KR., Felpham, Sussex Brighton 
THE SOLICITORS’ LAW 


Pet. Sept. 12. Ord. Sept. 12 33 and 34, Craven Street, W.C.2. 
BRass NAME PLATES -ocSueess: STATIONERY SOCIETY, Ltd., 
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